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Tue Kine. | AMPUTA’ , a 
The vanity of human wishes has seldom had such | ee oe ee 
a catastrophic illustration as the postponement of | - 
the Coronation. All the world has been expectant| With this | send a photograph of a pony on which 
for weeks. The gathering together in Britain’s | 1 performed a:nputation of the penis. To administer 
metropolis of representatives of the Empire from all | the chloroform | had to make a rough kind of chloro- 
portions of the earth, with the representatives of! form muzzle out of the end of an old gun bucket 
every other State, gave promise of such an event as| The pony was cast by side lines and put under 
never before took place. And the cause of our dis- | chloroform, being under one hour 
appointment! No less than the dangerous illness of | Preparation.—Sheath and penis well washed in a 
him who was to have played the chief part in the | solution of Jeyes’ fluid, and after sponged with a 
peaceful pageant. King Edward VII. has been! solution of hyd. perchlor. 1 to 500. A catheter was 
struck down at the very zenith of his glory, and there | passed and bladder emptied. The catheter was kept 
is not a subject in the land or a visitor within our | in and a tape ligature tied above and below the seat 
shores who has not a feeling of grief and disappoint- | of operation. 
ment. ‘ | 








What modern surgery can do will be done. ur! | 
hopes and expectations are that a speedy recovery | 
may ensue. Later on the ceremony of a Coronation 
shorn of most of its material grandeur will take place, | _. rh 
but instead of the feeling of pride and joyousness | |, ‘ h. F 
which prevailed yesterday there will be a sentiment | ~- 
of chastened sadness and quiet thankfulness. 


| 
Tur N.V.A. | 
| 





It is just possible that the Coronation may be post- 
poned till the end of July, which would smother the | 
little veterinary meeting to which we are all looking 
forward. Those who have selected their hotels for ' 
July 29th, 30th, 31st would do well to secure rooms | [Raq 
at once. | ee, 





Tue JourRNAL oF THE Boarp or AGRICULTURE. 


We have just received this official quarterly for | Operation.—Skin dissected back for 14 inches. 
June and must confess that it becomes more interest- Connective tissue carefully dissected and the large 
ing and instructive every year. : he | Veins ligatured, the cavernous tissue divided and the 

The Journal covers a good deal wider ares than : ¢ | urethral artery ligatured. Nearly two inches of the 
practical work of the Board, and as every number thea were left and stitched back to the skin. 
contains quotations from the reports and official pub- After Treatment.—A tube was left in the urethra 
lications of other countries it is not too much to hope for four days, taken out daily and washed. The in- 
that some day our Department of State Agriculture side of the sheath was well washed with a solution of 
may follow the good example of other countries. | mercury. The pony never went off his feed during 

No person in Britain has the slightest idea bow the whole time. There was no suppuration. The 
many horses there are in the country. — Every =~ pony is now convalescent, there being no sign of 
nation has an animal census. In this — s stricture. He was operated on a fortnight ago. 

- pean “ae -—< — peer one eer sti This pony was captured from Milan, near Cradock, 

e Unite ates. rom it we gather ere ar sral ’s Horse, with 58 other horses. 
over 69 million cattle, 62 million sheep, 64} million shia . " ys Tuomas, Capt., 8.V.O 
swine, 21 million horses, 3} million asses and mules. Nee e eee etal Olam 
This is a fact to make our own stock-owners think. -. pa a ae 

The Journal is published by Laughton & Co. 1 Essex Brabant’s Horse, Maj. Lund’s Col., 

Street, Strand. The price is 1s. A lot of the information Philipstown, Oct. 25th, 1901. 
collected is available nowhere else, and veterinarian» eiilnaiais 
should order this quarterly so that they may keep well 

abreast of all knowledge connected with live stock. 








- — eee =, 


— 





Yo ee 


~ a 





$ 2 Sees > a ~ 
wert eee Se ee 





= ’ 


















































790 THE VETERINARY RECORD 





Fune 28, 1902 





PRJEVALSKY’S HORSE. 


In The Veterinary Record (p. 268, October 26th 
1901) attention was called to Prjevalsky’s horse, four 
specimens of which arrived in the Zoological Society’s 
Gardens on February 28th, 1902. Two of these 
belong to the Hon. Walter Rothschild, and will 
shortly be removed to his private menagerie at Tring. 
All of them were obtained, at the same time as the 
twelve in the possession of the Duke of Bedford, in 
Western Mongolia, and were brought home by the 
well known dealer and circus proprietor, Carl Hagen- 
beck, of Berlin, who, it is stated, employed a whole 
tribe of men, numbering over 1.000, to capture the 
animals. 





This horse was first discovered by the celebrated 
Russian traveller after whom it was named, many 
years ago, but so few were captured that it was but 
little known to naturalists, and some doubts existed 
as to its being a distinct species. In appearance it 
has been likened to a Shetland pony, but to my way 
of thinking if you picture in your mind an ordinary 
shaped Russian pony having the head of the hinny 
and the tail of the wild ass or mule you can form 
some idea of what this new species of horse is like. 
The photograph shows the appearance of the animals 
very well. Again, the appearance and expression of 
face has some resemblance to that seen in some of 
the narrow-headed and long-eared American horses. 
Those in the Zoological Gardens are perfectly tame 
and feed from the hand, but this, perhaps, is to be 
accounted for by the fact that all those brought 
home were captured when quite foals and brought 
up by domesticated Mongolian ponies. It will 
be interesting to ascertain whether this horse will 
breed with the ordinary horse, and whether the off- 
spring, if produced, will be fertile varieties or sterile 
mules. H. Gray. 










| ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 


Hernia in A Doe. 


A dog born on May Ist, three months after birth 
showed a hernia as big as a nut, which increased in 
size to that of a hen’s egg without causing the animal 
any apparent inconvenience. 

On June 15th the animal appeared to be in great 
| pain and was continually lying on its belly, which 
_was tense. The hernia appeared as a hard swelling, 
resisting, and painful to pressure, it did not yield to 
finger pressure and did not give the impression of 
being full of either gas or liquid. Immediate opera- 
| tion was decided upon. 

An incision into the scrotum 
wl) showed a loop of intestine much 
“"| dilated and highly reddened, with 
signs of gangrene at the end. The 
/ intestine was opened and a hard 
_ | mass of feces, oval in shape, was 
-.| removed. 
eis ty After most careful disinfection 

-+| the gangrenous part of the intestine 
| was excised and the ends united by 
| aseptic silk sutures, after the hernia 
| was reduced a ligature was pus upon 
aj the coverings of the cord. During 
the rest of the day the little patient 
appeared in great pain. The belly 
was distended and painful. Next 
day the stomach appeared less 
tense and the animal recovered his 
spirits. Next evening he took a 
little bread and milk. Two days 
later he seemed to have quite re- 
covered from his operation and made 
a perfect cure.— Rec. de Méd. Vét. 





FRACTURE OF JAW. 


A six-year-old cart horse fell and 
struck his chin violently on a curb- 
stone, causing a compound com- 
minuted fracture of the lower jaw. A piece of bone 
6 cm. long and 3 cm. wide was completely detached 
and hanging down. The surface of the fracture was 
irregular, edges jagged, full of blood and dust. The 
splinters and clot were removed, the surface of the 
bone smoothed by a rasp, and after disinfecting with 
Van Swieten’s fluid the bones were brought into 
apposition by means of iron wire, and the spaces 
stopped The animal was fed on oatmeal water and 
the wound disinfected daily with Van Swieten’s fluid 
and tinct. iodine. 

Four days after the animal resumed work, on the 
twenty-third day the iron wire was removed as there 
was some movement of the parts, thirteen days later 
adhesion was complete, the wound was healed, and 
only a slight swelling marked the place of injury.— 
Rec. de Méd. Vét. 


TREATMENT OF TETANUS BY INJECTION oF NERVE 
SuBSTANCE. 


In 1897 Wasseman and Takati made several ex- 
periments with cases of tetanus by injecting brain 





substance emulsified in salt solution, and came to the 
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conclusion that brain had an anti-tetanic quality 
and that the action was due to the nerve cells rather 
= to any soluble substance contained in the injec- 
ion. 

Metchnikoff, Roux, Borrel, and others showed 
that the tetanic toxin was not destroyed by this treat- 
ment but merely hindered in its action and rendered 
inactive. 

Krohiewecz obtained a good result in a woman 
affected with tetanus by injection of 15 grm. of 
cow’s brain solution repeated a few times. 


Schuster, after obtaining no result in a child from | 


the use of antit-tetanic serum, got a complete cure 
by the injection of 10 grms. of pig’s brain. 

Cadiot in 1899 treated three horses with brain in- 
jections without result.. 

Schindelha, however, treated three horses acutely 
affected by this means and only one died.—/.a Clin. 
Vet. 

Evidently some tetanus cases will survive any 
amount of experimental mauling. One would not 
be surprised to see horses with horns or babies with 
curly porcine tails, and Homer’s cow-eyed Juno will 


become quite common— /Trays. |. 
F. E. P. 





VETERINARY SOCIETIES 





CENTRAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


FEES, CHARGES, ETC. 
By Henry Gray. 


Mr. President and Gentlemen,—The subject J have to 
bring before your notice to-night will appear insignificant 
when compared with the tww preceding papers that have 
been occupying the attention of our Society since the 
commencement of this year, but I trust it will be of some 
interest, as it is all-important to us as members of a 
humble community, who have to struggle for existence 
under sudden altered conditions of environment, such as 
depression of agriculture, the use of artificial motive 
power, the County Council veterinary lecturer, the great 
impetus in the animal medicine trade, and the usurpa- 


tion of our function in many directions by laymen who | 


have no special knowledge of the work entrusted to 
them. 

The present graduate has to spend a much longer time 
and a larger sum of money for his education and main- 
tenance than formerly, and there seems no prospective 
hope of his ubtaining a corresponding relative increase In 
return. Now it appears to me that this should not be 
so, since a much lower class of men than the professional 
man have their trade unions, which they use to their 
advantage. We too have our trade, or rather professional 
union—the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, which 
has for its motto Vis unita fortior, one no better In word, 
yet in deed, a dead letter so far as our relations with the 
public are concerned. 

If, instead of wasting so much valuable time and 
money over petty cases of professional advertising, the 
Royal College were to take the bull by the horns and 
endeavour to realise the spirit of our motto, some useful 
purpose might be obtained, and instead of struggling for 
existence we might live decently without injuring one 
another. It is all very well to talk about the private 


character of the individual practitioner that will raise the 


profession in the eyes of the public, but this has only a 
local and not a universal effect. We ought to combine 
and act as one man in our dealings with the general 
public, the State Departments, and the Local Authorities. 

Still, if we wish to be treated on equality with other 
learned professions, we must raise ourselves intellectu 
ally, morally, and socially, to their level. and it is wrong 
to expect them to lower their status to ours. If we 
are individually on a par with individuals ot other call 
Ings we must necessarily be collectively so. But the 
question is, Are we / ; 

FEES AND CHARGES 

What are Ste s?—F ees are rewards or recompense for 
professional services rendered or likely to be rendered. 

What are Charges !—Charges are sums payable as the 
price of any thing supplied. However this term is 
sometimes convertible. 
| Our fees and charges are not fixed by law or Charter, 
| but by custom of a locality or the skill and demand of 
the services of « practitioner, who values his time and 
materials according to his own light. In consequence of 
this some charge very little for what they do, in fact 
less than some mechanics ; and others charge as much as 
they like and still their services are demanded. 

Now what [| want to aim at is not how much asa 
maximum shall « practitioner charge, but how little, as 
4 minimum fee’ Let it here be distinctly understood 
that my remarks should be taken not as referring to a 
standard fee but the lowest fee a practitioner should 
charge. Let everybody get as much as he can above it, 
and if a man is worth his salt he will get his price if it 
is not tov excessive. [am a believer in doing half the 
work and getting double the amuunt of money. By do 
ing so one neither tires the body nor wears out the soul 
and at the same time gives others a chance. 

Of course young practitioners cannot expect to obtain 
fees of the same amount as a man who is established in 
practice, and has a reputation, whether it is deserved or 
not, to support him. However, when a man has become 
estavlished in a good position, he ought to charge more 
for his work and not keep his fees to a level of those of 
the beginner. [| do not admire the old practitione. who 
| will frequently work for nothing just to keep a new comer 
|or youngster out. 
| | am well aware that in some districts, where the 
| clients are rich and living in a luxurious style, and keep 
| animals merely for pleasure, and where the practitioner 

has an expensive establishment, high rates and taxes, 
| wages being higher, etc., the minimum fee should be 
much higher than in a purely commercial or agricultural 
| district. When people keep animals merely for pleasure 
| we ought, like our medical brethren, charge according to 





| the rental of our client's establishments, or the value of 
‘the animal treated. It might be said that some medical 
'men charge as low as 6d. for advice and medicine, but 
| in this case their patients are very poor people and worth 
nothing in the market. unless when dead their remains 
might fetch two to four guineas as dissecting subjects, 
| whereas our patients when alive are generally worth 
something, and afterdeath perhaps realise at least £1 or 
£1 10s. for cat’s meat. 


Docs AND CATs. 


Dogs and cats should be treated as luxuries, and people 
when requiring our professional services should be char- 
ged a higher rate than when the poor man’s horse or cow 
| or even pig is attended. He may require these latter to 

support him in obtaining a living, and they are necessi 
ties, whereas dogs and cats are not, and as a rule their 
owners do not study expense in this direction. Indeed 
some of their owners will pay cheerfully, when you have 
cured their pets, and will pay twice as much as for their 
horse, which they look upon as a necessary evil. 
| Cranks and hysterics will frequently be only too glad 
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to reward one with from 10 to 1000 times the worth of a 
favourite animal if one is only fortunate enough to be 
successful in saving its life. 

I do not see any reason why we should not be able to 
fix minimum fees or charges for the veterinary atten- 
dance, examination, advice, and medicine supplied. 

Contracts.—In London competition for the contracts 
of the veterinary attendance on studs is nowhere so keen 
as in the West End ; where horses once were attended for 
at least a guinea per head, some practitioners, many of 
whom are men of years’ standing, will now do them at 
15s., 10s., and 7s. 6d. per annum. Ihave been told that 
soe studs are attended at as low a rate as 5s. per head. 
All I say is let them. I value my own time at a different 
figure. I hopeand believe every member of this Society 
does. Now there is no place where they can afford to 
charge better. There is one redeeming feature in this 
connection and that is there are blacklegs in all other 
trades and callings. I don’t blame the employer, but I 
do the employed for doing it. But still two blacks do not 
make a white. 

Some men will offer to take a contract for the veteri- 
nary attendance to a stud at half, or less than half the 
price paid to the former, or perhaps the practitioner al- 
ready in attendance. As a rule they are duffers, and 
perhaps they charge more than their services are 
worth. 

In the Eastern and South-Eastern districts of London 
veterinary practitioners charge and get a better price for 
their contract work, and there is another thing, they 
thrive well upon it. 

In Manchester and some other large towns there are 
veterinary surgeons who keep several assistants tu do 
contract work at a cutting down figure, which I am told 
reaches as low down as 5s. and even 4s. 6d. per horse. 
Yet some of our brethren in the North West prate about 
the evil-doing of we Southerners, because we have some 
bounders, it issaid, amongst us. Perhaps our friends up 
there are beyond reproach, especially when many. of 
them have succeeded to practices already made. by their 
forefathers, or married rich women. It is very easy to 
be virtuous on a well lined pocket, and especially after 
sitting at a good dinner table. 

Attendance to a Stud of Horses, giving advice, ete. 
The tee should not be less than 21s. per horse under 50 
in number; when there are 100, 15s. per head; 200, 
12s. 6d. per head ; and 400, 10s. per head. This should 
be the minimum. 

Examination as to Soundness prior to purchase.—Ina 
stud of 70 horses from a guinea, and over 100, 10s. 6d. 

Vistts—The charge for a visit depends upon the dis- 
tance to travel, the means of travelling, the time of day, 
the time bestowed on the visit, the value of the animal 
visited, the capability of your client to pay, and the dis- 
trict in which the practitioner lives, and his reputation. 

In the country, a minimum fee for a visit should not 
be less than Is. the first mile and 6d. a mile over this 
distance. This is only cab fare rate, to say nothing 
about the time of the practitioner, who frequently char- 
ges nothing for a visit. If he has to pay a groum’s wages, 
forage for his horse, rent, repairs, etc., he canaot do it 
less than this. Some may say the public will not pay 
even this rate. My experience is that unless you charge 
your client he is as a rule inclined to live on your genero- 
sity, and not thank you for it. 

The Royal Veterinary Coliege sets the public a very 
good example when it only charges its subscribers noth- 
ing beyond the travelling expenses for a visit to an 
animal for its removal into the Infirmary ; or in case of a 
serious outbreak of disease, exclusive of personal and 
travelling expenses, the fee is £2 2s. per diem ; or if the 
visit is for purpose of consultation the fee, exclusive of 
personal and travelling expenses, is £1 10s. For non- 
subscribers, the visit for purpose of consultation, exclu- 
sive of personal and travelling expenses, is charged at 








£2 2s.; or if in case of a serious outbreak of disease it 
is £5 5s. per diem, excluding personal and travelling 
expenses. 

In Town, whether in the provinces cr a commercial 
part of London, the fee of 2s. 6d. for a visit under a 
mile and 1s. a mile after, is very reasonable as a mini- 
mum fee, and I do not know that any practitioner char- 
ges less. Indeed, I believe the best practitioners charge 
nothing under 5s. 

In the West End of London and other similar residen- 
tial localities 5s. a visit under a mile and Is. a mile after 
is very reasonable as a minimum. However, many 
veterinary surgeons charge as much as 7s. 6d. and even 
10s. 6d. a visit. 

As to little tradesmen such as costermongers, small 
bakers, sweeps, agricultural labourers, poor widows 
with young families, etc., common humanity suggests 
that fees should only be nominal, or nz/, unless the 
animal treated is over the value of £20, when half fees 
should be charged. Frequently, however, these little 
people are in a better position to pay than many living 
In a grander style. 

Opinion Only. When an animal is examined for an 
opinion about a certain condition the fee should be 
nothing less than 5s.,in commercial and agricultural dis 
tricts, and 103. 6d. the minimum in wealthy districts or 
where the clients can afford it. 

Examination for Advice as to Treatment.—When an 
animal is visited at its owner’s place, the fee charged for 
the visit generally includes the examination and advice 
as to treatment of the disease, but when brought to the 
practitioner’s place of business a fee ranging from 1s. up 
to 5s. is charged for examination and advice. I know 
very many men charge nothing for this, but pay them- 
selves out of the medicine supplied. 

Now I consider a small minimum fee should be fixed, 
ranging from ls. to 2s. 6d. as the case may be. The 
Royal Veterinary College charges the subscribers noth- 
ing, but wisely exacts the sum of £1 1s. from non-sub- 
scribers for examination of a horse for opinion as to 
medical treatment. I do not know that this Institution 
charges another class of non-subscribers, I mean the poor 
clinique clients, many of whom can afford to pay the 
usual fees. 

Personal Consultation or by Letter. — The Royal 
Veterinary College charges its subscribers nothing for 
this ; but agricultural societies and their members it char- 
ges 10s. 6d. for a consultation by letter, and its non-sub- 
— 103. 6d. for a personal consultation, or by 
etter. 

Many veterinary surgeons only charge 5/-, and even 
editors of canine and feline papers demand a prepayment 
of 5/- for direct advice per letter. 

The expert consultant’s fee ought not to be less than a 
guinea, exclusive of travelling expenses. However, do 
without the consultant as much as possible—unless you 
can trust him not to oust you from your client’s con- 
fidence. ~ 

Examination of Horses as to Soundness prior to Pur- 
chase.—In this section most of you will agree that some 
minimum fee should be fixed, and I am firmly of the 
opinion that it should be according to the value of the 
animal examined, and especially as we are liable for 
overlooking any palpable unsoundness or likely to have 
an action entered against us for some defect, or for some 
unsoundness cropping up soon after our examination. If 
we areto run risks we ought to be paid according. Even 
insurance companies exact greater fees when they under- 
take greater risks. Auctioneers, Surveyors, Lawyers, 
etc., have a minimum scale, and why have not we? Is 
it because we are an invertebrate body ? 

If a man can afford to pay from 70 to 500 guineas for 
an animal surely he can pay from £2 2s. to £5 5s. for 
an examination, but I do not blame him for not paying 
£5 5s. if he can get the job done for £1 1s. The public 
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are not to be condemned ; we are the fools, and the 
public appreciate us according to our own standard. 
The minimum fee for the examination of a horse under 
20 guineas should not be less than 10/6, for one worth 
from 25 to 50 guineas, 21/-, 70 to 100 guineas, at 
£1 lls 6d. to £2 2s. It has been asserted that some 
veterinary surgeons who attend repositories, sale yards, 
etc., will examine three horses for one guinea; others 
will give the runners half the fee for introducing a client, 
and again others will give a certificate of soundness 


without seeing the horse ; and yet again others are not | 
willing to give a favonrable opinion unless they know how | 


they are going to stand in the transaction. In my short 
experience I have come across certificates used for 
chaunting purposes. 


in league with one another to the disadvaatage of the 
purchaser. Of course these are very isolated cases, but 
still we, like a city to a stranger, are judged by our rabble, 
and if we want to remove this stigma, we must prevent 


members of our profession engaged in coping, etc., 


being on the active list. 
The Royal Veterinary College is very liberal to the 


public, for it undertakes among other things to examine | 


tive horses, whatever their value may be, whether it is 5 
or 500 guineas, for the modest sum of £2 2s. Now many 
of the horses sent there to be examined, say at 10/6 per 
head, would be charged for by many practitioners from 
at least £1 1s. to £22s. Double the amount or more than 
that charged by the Royal Veterinary College! Is this 
not a loss to the profession ? 

May I say this Institution has to do double the amount 
of work to earn the same amount of money as obtained 
by the majority of practitioners! No wonder the Royal 
President, the Duke of Cambridge, stated a few years 
ago that the finances of the College were not what they 
should be and probably they would have to advertise the 
institution and consequently have to enter into further 
competition with the profession. I believe the last re- 


port showed that only £500 or somewhere thereabouts, | 


was the balance—a sum hardly sufficient to keep an 
average provincial practitioner in a decent position. | 
believe that if the fees of the College were kept up to a 
level with those ordinarily charged by the rank and file 
of the profession, its income would be improved and per- 
haps leave a good margin so that it could pay its staff 
better salaries, and at the same time give them less 
work to do, and so leave them more time for research. 
However, I onght not to omit that to non-subscribers 
the fee for the examination of a horse as to soundness 1s 
£1 Is. 


I think all of you, gentlemen, in this room would only | 


be too glad to see such an institution as the Royal 
Veterinary College in a better financial position but not 
by entering into a cutting-down competition with the 
practitioners in and around London. The cheap prac- 
tice of the College should be more strictly supervised 
than at present, as many men, especially cab proprietors 
owning several horses take advantage of it, and conse- 
quently abuse this privilege intended for the poor only, 
and therefore rob the College, or practitioner, of fees. 
One should not always judge of the owners capability of 
paying by the person who takes an animal to the free 
clinique. More than once [ have come across people 
taking dogs to the College when they owned dogs of the 
total value of a thousand pounds or more. i, 
Board of Agriculture.—A great deal of dissatisfaction 
has been expressed by many country practitioners, who 
beyond grumbling and sitting on the fence, doubting the 
use of anything, do nothing to remedy their grievances. 
[ say a man who has a grievance and does not attempt 
to get it altered, is a coward, not only to himsel! but to 


VETERINARY 


Horse dealers sometimes complain | 
that where veterinary surgeons deal in horses they are 
likely to crab their animals just to put in their own. | 
I have had it said to me more than once that horse | 
dealers, grooms, and veferinary surgeons are sometimes | 
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| his profession ; and it is just this kind of man who de- 
| fames his profession as being a wasted calling. 
‘i I'he veterinary element in the direction of affairs of 
1¢ Animals Department of the Board of Agriculture 
| has been outed and supplanted by the lay element. Is 
| this due to our Incompetency or to favoritism, and the 
| putting in office of men who have no other recommenda- 
| tlon except that of failure in other professions, or the 
fact that they have influence with the Minister of Agri- 
culture? | think it must be due to the latter cause, for 
when a man like Nir ¢ reorge Brown was at the head of 
affairs, men held their positions on account of their 
scientific and practical knowledge of animals and their 
| diseases. Now the majority of positions are held by men 
whose only qualification is that they are in some way 
connected with some one holding a high position. , 

In the United States of America where they do big 
things and where men come from to do, and have done 
big things, and are doing and are likely to do bigger 
things in this country, and whose animal population is 
the largest in the world, Do they have a layman at the 
| head of the Bureau of Animal Industry? No! It has 
| an eminent scientific veterinary surgeon, who has very 
able men, some of whom are our own countrymen, under 
| him to investigate, report, and compile. 

Even the Belgian Minister of Agriculture utilises the 
services of the whole of the veterinary profession in the 
| stamping out of disease, and has been very successful in 
| this direction, 
| _ By the employment of laymen to do our work we are 
'done out of many fees ; and when practitioners are em- 
| ployed they are generally paid an inadequate sum. But 

as long as the Board of Agriculture can get veterinary 
| Surgeons to accept their terms, so long will they employ 
| these free and easy gentlemen. Now if we have any 
| respect for ourselves why not let us combine and say, 
| “If you want our services, pay us a decent professional 
| fee,” which should not be less than 10/6 a visit or for a 
certificate ; and if the case takes longer than an hour, an 
| extra payment of 10/6 for every hour or part of an hour 
| over the first. Then as to mileage the ordinary cab fare 
‘rate should be allowed. 

An examination of an animal and giving a certificate 
| as required by the Board of Agriculture should not be 
| less than 10/6. <A friend of mine once told me that he 
‘charged 3/6 for an examination of a dog and giving a 
| certificate as required by the Board of Agriculture. This 
is the class of man that condemns the profession. All | 
can say is that if a person can afford to take a dog abroad 
and bring it back to this country, that person can afford 
‘and will pay, 10/6 for a certificate—unless he finds out 
that he can get one cheaper elsewhere. In a case like 
this, as in many others, we are only made a convenience 
of, and after all dogs are only luxuries. 

The Royal Commission on Tuberculosis and the 
County Council veterinary lecturer [ will leave alone for 
a future occasion . 

Army Veterimars Depa tment.—If a man 1s worth his 
salt he would not study veterinary medicine merely to 
get into the Army ; and if he has any grit in him after 
he has gained his diploma, he would not go into the Army 
Veterinary Department as it is at present constituted. 
Some men only join the Department because it gives 
them a genteel employment at once, but they do not 
reckon with the pre spects, as compared with the other 
branches, especially the R.A.M.C. If the authorities 
want good veterinary surgeons (and they should do) let 

came basis as far as the rank and 
salaries are concerne dasthe KA MAC oe then they would 
get a superior class of men who would, | am certain, 
justify their pay. It might be said that we are not all 
honest or that we are not all competent, but if one looks 
around and examines other departments of professional 
life. including clergymen, peers, lawyers, soldiers, naval 
officers, doctors, diplomatists, politicians, and last, but 


them put them on the 
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not least, financiers, one will find that there are rogues 
and vagabonds, and also incompetent men amoagst 
these, so I do not think it right that we should, as a body 
of useful members of society, have that stigma cast upon 
us because a few are not up to the mark, and in conse- 
quence be deprived of the position we are not only com- 
petent but entitled to hold. I may ask, do medical men 
diagnose their cases at first sight? No, it may be weeks 
before a positive diagnosis is made, especially in specific 
fevers. Are they looked upon by the authorities in conse- 
quence? Again, take the case of soldiers, from the Com- 
mander-in-Chief downwards ; when they make blunders 
and are frequently incompetent, as shown by losing their 
guns especially, are they ousted and replaced by laymen ? 
No, if they should be deprived of their command they 
are made Inspectors of Veterinary Hospitals, ete. If this 
were done in any other Department of the Army, especi- 
ally the R.A.M.C., what an uproar there would be ! We 
are weak, and in consequence are treated as weaklings. 
We are not competent even to purchase animals for the 
Army, the authorities employ a few old favourites with 
no special elementary training to do this; the pvor 
veterinary officer is only asked his opinion if the 
animal is technically sound. But I cannot say whether 
he is asked if the animal is likely to be useful for 
the purposes for which it is intended. It an animal 
atter passing the veterinary officer, should prove un- 
serviceable the veterinary surgeon receives the blame, 
and is condemned as incompetent and perhaps a knave. 

In civil life do business men, such as railway directors, 
brewers, corporations, bus companies, large job-masters, 
etc., ignore the value of the veterinary profession. No. 
Experience (or rather their pockets) and their intelli- 
gence has taught them that success of their respective 
horse department has been obtained in proportion to 
the ability of their veterinary surgeon, who is frequently 
not only entrusted with the entire management of the 
stud, but their selection and purchase. Indeed, many 
of the proprietors or directors of large horse companies 
and some successful horse-dealing and stud farm estab- 
lishments, have received a professional training in veteri- 
nary medicine, and this is the key to their success ; they 
know the elements of their business to start with, 
whereas military officers’ knowledge is purely empirical, 
or even in many cases imaginative, and when any practi- 
cal knowledge is obtained it is generally at the expense 
of the tax-payer. 

If the Army is to be placed on a business footing why 
does it not imitate successful business firms and put 
veterinary officers in control of the whole management, 
from selection, purchase, etc., etc., down to the slaughter 
of the horses utilised for military purposes, and pay its 
officers well, and in fact as well as the R.A.M.C., so a3 to 
keep them from temptation, and make them throw their 
whole soul and might into their work. Judges are paid 
well. Why? Because it places them beyond avarice 
and consequently keeps them honest. If you don’t want 
your cat to steal the food from your table during your 
absence you feed it well. I maintain that the veterinary 
surgeon is, from his early training, in a better position to 
be not only a scientific but a practical horse master ; and 
even the recent graduate, after receiving a little experi- 
ence in the wear and tear of horses, is more competent 
than the most expert non-veterinary remount officer. 

As Mr. Hunting has recently so ably in 7he Record 
touched upon the pay of this department compared with 
that of the R.A.M.C., I will not say any more about it, 
but trust you will come to some conclusion before the 
discussion of this paper closes. 

Remember we are a lot of grumblers, and not men of 
action. It is an old saying that “(God helps those that 
help themselves.” If we don’t attempt to help ourselves 
nobody will stir a finger to help us. 


The County Council Inspectors —Unless an Inspector ; 
receives a fixed salary, which should not be a starva- '! 








tion one, the fees for the work he dves should be based 
on those that shouid be paid by the Board of Agricul- 
ture, viz., not less than 10/6 per visit of less than an 
hour’s duration, and 10/6 for every hour or part of an 
hour over the first ; mileage to be paid for at the same 
rate as crdinary cab fare. 

Testing Animals for Tuberculosis.—All cattle coming 
into this country, as well as those kept for dairy pur- 
poses, should be tested for tuberculosis. No animal 
suffering from tuberculosis should be bred from. 

In America, France, etc., I believe all imported cattle 
aretested. In fact, they send veterinary surgeons from 
America to test animals in this country before they are 
shipped for America. 

The fee for a single animal should not be less than 
£1 1s. ; the next 9, 4/- ; the next 10, 3/-; the next 20 
2/-, provided all the articles are tested at the same visit. 

Testing Animals for Glanders.—All horses coming 
into this country should be tested for glanders. The 
Belgian Government test horses going from this country 
as soon as they arrive at Antwerp. During the year 
1900, 987 horses from England excepting Harwich were 
malleined at Antwerp, those imported from Harwich 20, 
those from New York 16. Of these glanders was found 
in 17 that came from England, but those imported from 
Harwich were quite free. It was only detected once in 
those from New York. 

Glanders was fuund in three horses that were sent 
from Goole, and in two horses from Leith. In conse- 
quence of the likelihood of glanders being brought into 
this country from abroad, it behoved us to do what the 
Belgians do—mallein all imported horses at the port of 
debarkation. The fees should be the same as those for 
testing with tuberculin. 

Inspecting Public Cattle Markets.—A minimum fee 
varying from a guinea upwards, according to the size of 
the market, 2.¢., number of animals to be examined, 
should be fixed ; and it should be considered disgraceful 
for any member of our profession getting a friendly Town 
Councillor to endeavour to oust the practitioner already 
holding the appointment. 

Inspection of Animals at Special Sales under the Board 
of Agriculture Regulations. — Minimum fee should be 
£1 1s. and mileage at cab rate fares. 

Inspecting Outbreaks of Disease for any Local 
Authority, such as are reported under the Act, 10s. 6d., 
and mileage according to cab rate fare. 

Veterinary Inspectors at Shows.—Those members of 
the profession who have the honour to examine horses in 
the show ring ought not to make a grand tour round the 
country tu examine the animals before they are sent to 
the show yard. Certainly, it is an insult to the local 
practitioner who attends the stud to have a show inspec- 
tor called in to inspect the horse before it is sent to the 
show. It might be taken by outsiders as an indication 
that either the local practitioner is incompetent, or that 
the Show Inspector is a knave. Show committees should 
have this matter brought to their notice, as it seems to me 
to be double dealing. 

As I do not know what these Inspectors get as fees, if 
any, I will pass on, but before I do so I ask you not to 
forget the point I have raised, namely, whether it is ad- 
visable for a veterinary surgeon who Is going to examine 
horses in the show ring to make a business of examining 
them in the country before doing so at the show. 

Inspection of Animals for Insurance Companies.—As 
to health and value. The fee they offer is low but their 
present rate will hardly allow them to pay more. How- 
ever, I think the lowest fee should be 5s. and 2s. 6d. 
after, and if the journey is over five miles 6d. per mile 
should be charged. The Chief Veterinary Inspector 
ought not to poke his nose into matters outside his 
duties, especially with the idea of making a future client 
of your client. 

Inspection of animals for insurance companies on 
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special occasions, such as a second opinion, the fee should 
be £1 1s. and mileage, if over five miles. 

Metropolitan Police Courts.—Any veterinary surgeon 
examining a horse for the police under 10s. 6d. and at- 
tending the Court under another 10s. 6d. would, in my 
opinion, be treating bis profession ina disgraceful man- 
ner. If he attended a dozen times a day the fee should 
be the same, viz., 103. 6d. each case. When called in 
under the Street Accident (Animals) Act, veterinary sur- 
geons were formerly paid £1 1s, but through the jeal- 


ousy of the Metropolitan Police surgeons, who made | 


comparisons to benefit themselves, it was rétluced to 
10s. 6d., a sum under which no practitioner should charge. 
If acting as an expert, that is, merely giving expert evi- 
dence the fee should not be under £2 2s. 

Fees and Charges at the Royal Veterinary College.— 
Although I have already mentioned some of the charges 
or fees, as far as examination of horses are concerned in 
this institution, I must hot forget to reply to the argu- 
ment put forward by a speaker in this room some time 
ago. 

He asserted that the Royal Veterinary College exacted 
a subscription from every person who desired to benetit 
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Now as veterinary surgeons have to live out of their 
work, I do not see why we should be asked, as I believe 
some members of the profession have been asked, to 
lower our charges to those listed by the Royal Veterinary 
College ; and in consequence of the increased price of 

} forage, rent, rates, taxes, etc. we cannot charge for the 
keep of an animal in our infirmaries, even if they are 
nothing more or less than livery stable establishments, 

| less than a jobmaster does. So we ought to ¢ msider 
| what means should be taken to approach the Governors 
of the College to raise the fees of that institution, so as 
not to unfairly enter into competition with the Metro 
politan practitioners. 

There is another thing I think should be considered, 
and that is—Why is the veterinary profession not repre 
sented on the Board of Governors by a London practi 
tioner? I believe if there were ene on it he would bring 
about a better state of affairs as should exist between 
the London and Suburban practitioners and the College 
Under bye-law 6 it says that “The number of veterinary 
surgeons eligible for being members of the Governing 
| Body at any time shall not exceed five.” On referring 
to the list of representatives I find the names of only 





| 


‘through the services offered by its officers, and if mem- , three Veterinary Colonels and a Lieutenant-General who 
bers of the profession were in the same position—exact- | is alsoa member of the professiun, who know nothing 
ing from their clients a fee of two guineas per annum, he | about the requirements of the practitioners who form 


had not the slightest doubt they would find themselves 
in a very satisfactory condition.” 

Healso said “a fee was charged to subscribers, that 
fee being equal to a premium which in private practice 
would count considerably in the cash book of the prac- 
titioner.” If that gentleman meant this to be taken 
seriously then I say, and I am sure you will all agree 
with me in saying, that this is utter twaddle. 

I am afraid if we were to adopt this system the 
maj rity of us would soon go to the workhouse unless we 
had either found something else to do or were blessed 
with a private fortune. Supposing a practitioner giving 
advice in a stud of 100 horses at a subscription of £2 2s., 
and in the bargain examining fiv2 horses as to sound- 
ness, doing all the necessary operations, and supplying 
medicine at a fixed price, and taking sick animals into 
his Infirmary at an extra charge of only 3s. per head per 
diem, what would this come to? 

Perhaps under the College system we should earn alto- 
gether out of a stud like this £5 5s. and very likely not 
that. Out of thisa proportion would have to be paid 
for wages, rent, taxes, forage, medicine, etc. Under 
the ordinary system of veterinary practice there are 
many practitioners who would obtain 
more forthe same amount of work. If you compare 
this latter supposed sum with the supposed sum ob- 


tained by the College it shows you that the College | 


system is of the lowest order of competition. [t appears 
to me that the public are considered much more than 
the profession, I think that charity should begin at 
home. The originators of the College thought of the 
education of men for the public benefit, and only doing 
practice for the good of the students, and the up-keep of 


the College, but this order of things has been reversed | 


by benefitting the public first and the students after- 
wards. 
Again, if you refer to page 53 of The Royal Veterinary 
College Calendar for 1991, you will find under appendix 
A, the charge to subscribers for the keep of a horse 1s 3s. 
er diem, this includes stabling, forage, attendance, etc. 
his seems to me to be a profitless one. Ask any ju 
master in the West End of London how much he will 
take your horse in for, and his reply will no doubt be 


nothing under 28s., and if he has to pay an opapenn} 
Sa 8mla 


| —_ 
‘the new graduate should pay a registration fee of £10 


forage bill, wages, rates, taxes, etc., and require: 
margin for himself, he cannot do it under this. [ do not 
believe there is any man in the cheaper parts of London 


who would take a horse under 25s.—unless he does not 


pay his bills. 


100 guineas or | 


pay 


| 90 per cent. of the bulk of the profession. Such a society 
| as this ought to be given the power to nominate a prac 
‘titioner to represent our interests on the Board of 
| Governors of the Royal Veterinary College. 
| The Feesand Expenses at the R.C.V.S.—VFor some long 
| time the Council have hinted that the income of the 
| College does not keep at a proportionate rate with the 
| expenditure, and may we ask the reason of it! I have 
' been told the cost of the Cambridge case was somewhere 
: about £30. And what will be the cost of the unjustifia 
| ble proceedings of the Banham case? Our Council, 
through the advice of the Solicitor, adjourned this case 
| after, on its own showing, there was no evidence against 
| Mr. Banbam, and it even went to the expense of empivy 
ing a firm of solicitors residing in Cambridge to re-attirm 
that there was no evidence against the culprit. No won 
der the expenditure is out of all proportion to the good 
derived from such proceedings. When aman wilfully 
brings a charge against another for unprofessional con 
duct and he cannot substantiate it, the expenses of the 
case ought to be paid by the informer, unless he be an 
anonymous one, who should be treated with contempt. 
I certainly do not think, and you will no doubt agree 
with me, that the R.C.V.S. should fritter away its funds 
by taking vexatious proceedings against a man just with 
the object of annoying him. 
Registration Ive. To prevent the College ultimately 
| becoming bankrupt it has been suggested by some of our 
| Council, especially at after dinner speeches, that the 


| way to raise funds is to institute an annual registration 
fee of 10s. Gd. per annum, payable by every member wish 
‘ing his name on the Register and the privilege of prac 


| tising. Before we could enforce this we should have to 
| obtain a new Charter, but while we are about it why not 
try to.get another Act into which we might include a 
| few lucid clauses to over-ride some of the present anoma 
| lies in the old ones. 

| If we have to pay for our privilege of acting as a 
| veterinary surgeon, ought quacks, ¢.¢, non-registered 
| men, to be allowed to practice by advising, castrating, 
| prescribing, etc. a/ /iditum. Unless they are prevented 
| doing this free of a registration charge why should we 


this fee ? 
ld a qualified assistant pay for his name 


Any why shou 
to be on the Register and to practise, when an unquali 
I think 


fied man can do similar duties without paying? 


10s. This can be instituted, and if a man wish to join our 















ee. 
























































<sek e e 


eee ee eee 


a “Tw. ent andiow h- ho cr Ia seg etna lea — 
- a — . _— 








796 THE VETERINARY RECORD 


Fune 28, 1902 





profession he would not grumble at it, because he would 
know beforehand what would be required of him. 

Charges for Medicine—The usual charge for a draught 
or bottle of lotion, or liniment, or box of ointment, of 
moderate size is 2s. 6d. ; for a cow drench (in powder or 
liquid) 2s., although a friend of mine knows a man who 
only charges 6d. ; powders are usually charged from 6s. 
upwards per dozen, balls !s. each. I know many practi- 
tioners in the country charge even less than these 
figures, and their contention is they have to cope with the 
Animal Medicine Manufacturers who believe in elegant 
pharmacy and verbose directions, whereas many of our 
men use dirty bottles with one label stuck on the top of 
the other, and wrapped up in newspaper etc. You must 
please your client’s eye, and understand that he judges 
you from his standard. If your medicine looks like 
medicine, and tastes like medicine, and acts like medi: 
cine, you will please him. 

Operations.—No colt should be cut under 10/6, and if 
he is a valuable animal or belongs toa wealthy man who 
merely keeps horses for pleasure, you might charge up 
to £2 2:. or £3 33. without losing him as a client. 

The Cryptorchid Operation is charged for from £1 1s. 
to £5 5s. according to the difticulty of the case, the value 
of the animal, and its age. 

Neurectomy.—An uunerved horse is worth no more in 
the market than up to £20, and consequently a fee of 
£2 23. is not often obtainable. Frequently a fee of 
£1 1s. is sufficient. 

Firing—10/6 to £3 3s. 

Blistering—5/- to 10/6. 

Simple Parturition Case at 10/6 to £1 1s. 

Difficult Calving and Foaling—10/6 to £2 2s. 

There are many other major operations that might be 
charged at from £1 1s. to £5 5s., and many minor cases 
such as lancing gums, opening an abscess, etc., at 5/- 

We must, after all, consider our calling in its relation 
tothe public as a commercial one, and when we make a 
charge it should be based on the value of the animal, the 
result of our treatment, and the purposes for which the 
animal is utilised, and whether it belongs to a poor man 
or a rich man, or whether it is used for commercial pur- 
poses or pleasure. 

Arbitration—Taxation of Veterinary Surgeons’ Fees. 
—The duties of a veterinary surgeon when called upon 
to act as arbitrator between another veterinary surgeon 
and his client respecting the excessiveness of his fees. I 
do not think this is an ordinary practitioner’s duty at all ; 
but the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons being, or 
should be, father of the profession ought to undertake 
this unpleasant duty and relieve an individual practi- 
tioner of the responsibility of saying whether another 
man’s charges are excessive or not? A spiteful neighbour 
(?) might say the smallest fee was too much ! ! 

The public by granting us an Act of Parliament, con- 
ferred upon us certain privileges, and I consider these 
privileges should not be abused by any member of our 
profession ; and I think the public have a right to ap- 
peal to the R.C.V.S. in matters of this kind. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, I beg to direct your attenticn 
to the points, re to ask :— 

Ist.—Whether it is possible to fix a minimum fee 
under which no practitioner should charge ? 

2nd.—Should the Governors of the Royal Veterinary 
College be approached and asked to raise the fees and 
charges of the College practice to those usually charged 
by the profession and livery stable keepers ? 

3rd.—Does the meeting consider that the Army Veteri- 
nary Department should be placed on the same basis 
so far as rank, title, salaries, promotion, and pensions 
are concerned, as the R.A.M.C.? If we do not get this 
granted should we boycott the Army ? 

4th.—Should the Board of Agriculture be approached 
and asked to reconstitute the Animals Department and 
to emyloy only those men having a professional training 








in veterinary medicine and to pay veterinary inspectors- 
uniform and moderate fees ? 

5th.—Does the meeting consider that the profession: 
should take some action and approach the various local 
authorities, the Home Secretary, etc., as to the inade- 
quate fees to be paid in future to veterinary surgeons?’ 
If so, and we get no redress, should we boycott these 
authorities ? 

6th.—Should the profession be more united and act up 
to its motto, Vis unita fortior, not only in word, but in 
deed? If so, how are we to act? 

Gentlemen, before I resume my seat, I thank you for 
your patience in listening to my scattered remarks, and 
trust you will thoroughly go into these matters which 
I have indicated above, so that they can, if possible, 
be remedied. 


The ordinary general meeting was held at 10 Red Lion 
Square, W.C., on June 5, 1902. Mr. A. Rogerson, President 
in the chair. There were present Messrs. A. L. Butters, 
W.L Harrison, J. Rowe, F.G.Samson, J.C. Paton, 
H. Singleton, H. W. Young, P.S, Howard, W. H. Chase, 
T. 1. Wooff, R. Paine, W.R.Clarke, H.Gray, H. A. 
MacCormack, W. Perryman, R. Porch, L. Barrett, A. 
A. Johnson, P. W. D. Smith, J. A. W. Dollar, J.S. Hurn- 
dall, W. Macdonald, J. K. Bruce, H. H. Whitlamsmith, 
C.W.W. Brown, and E. Lionel Stroud (Hon. Sec.) and 
four visitors. 

The minutes of the previous meeting were taken as 
read and confirmed. 

Communications were received from Prof. Hobday 
regretting his inability to attend, and from Mrs. Edgar 
conveying to the Society her gratitude for the sympathy 
shown to her in her bereavement. 


NOMINATION OF FELLOWs. 


Mr. J. Macarthur, M.R.C.V.S., Southminster, Essex. 

Mr. A. Gill, M.R.C.V.S., Bexley Heath. 

Mr. R. Thrale, M.R.C.V.S., Croydon. 

MoutH Gags ror Dogs. 

Mr. Henry Gray: Mr. President and Gentlemen,— 
with your permission I sbould like to introduce to your 
notice a few patterns of Mouth Gags for Dogs, and to 
make a few remarks thereon. 

By the word “science” we understand it means know- 
ledge reduced to a system, and its object is to remove or 
narrow ignorance, and to arrive at truth. That is my 
object to-night ; and I ask you to bear with me fora 
short time so that I may be able to expose (to you) an 
attempt of a firm of instrument makers to make a rather 
libellous allegation against one of your number—myself. 
The charge they infer against me is that | have en- 
deavoured to palm myself off before you as an honest in- 
ventor when in reality I have acted as a plagiarist, who 
is to my mind a despicable and dishonourable creature, 
especially if he be a professional man. 

It isa true, although an old saying, that one is wise 
after an event, but it is genius to observe or invent. I 
do not claim for myself that I ama genius but I doclaim 
that I am an honest inventor, and before I have finished 
I hope I shall be able to satisfy you on that point. 

No doubt most of you were present last year when [| 
introduced to your notice a “Spring mouth gag for cats 
and dogs,” which I had invented some two or three years 
before and which was favourably commented upon. In 
consequence of my time being fully occupied I did not 
feel inclined to write outa description of it for the pro- 
fessional press until a month or so ago, when it appeared 
along with illustrations in 7’he Veterinary Record of 
May 17th, 1902. 

I was somewhat amused although surprised when I 
took up V’he Record of May 31st, 1902, and read a letter 
from Messrs. Arnold and Sons. In it they “ thought it 
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‘might be of interest to the readers to know that the 
invention is not new, this gag having been introduced by 
them some years ago as the Reliance, a modification of 
‘Wingrave’s.” Now | join issue with them and emphati- 
cally state that they have acted very carelessly in mak- 
ing these assertions. My mouth gag is my own inven- 
tion, and my ideas were not taken either from their 
catalogue or that of any other maker—English or 
foreign. 

When I seriously commenced to practise canine surgery 
I soon found that there was a demand for a trustworthy 
‘mouth gag for cats and dogs, and having this idea in 
view I purchased, from time to time, human gags and 


wedges of various patterns, and when Wingrave’s gag | 


was put on the market [ also procured that, not from 
‘Messrs. Arnold but from Messrs. John Richardson & Sons 
of Leicester. This is the instrument, and I will pass it 
round for your inspection. It, like the others, was 
‘useless for my purpose, and after trying various other 


devices I hit upon the idea row embodied in my old | 
‘mouth gag, as made by Messrs. Arnold. I will now show | 


you how it acts in this dog’s mouth. You put the trans- 
verse bars across the mouth behind the canine teeth, 
which are the fixed points, and separate the blades as far 
as the dog’s jaws will permit. 
thumb screw and the gag is fixed and retained in the 
mouth without the aid of straps or ligatures. But there 
was one objection to this, and to overcome it I asked 
Messrs. Arnold to make me one with a “spring,” which 
I still have in my possession. But as instrument makers, 
‘like all other mechanics, are a long time in letting you 
have rough patterns of your designs, they tire your 
patience and you become indifferent. This is what 


occurred in my case. Yet about a year or so after, this | 


firm brought out their so-called “ Reliance,” which | 
hand round for yuur inspection and for comparison. 

In their letter they say it was introduced by them “as 
the Reliance, a modification of Wingrave’s,” and they 
refer me totheir catalogue p. 119, fig. 401, and on perus 


ing the description of it below I find they state they | 


“invented ” it ; they say nothing about it being a modi- 
fication of Wingrave’s or any other mouth gag. ['urther 
on they add “It can be inserted between the molars or 
incisors of either side.” Now my gag is fixed on the 
canines, not on the molars or incisors. Finally, they say 
that in “efficiency it leaves little to be desired.” but | 
have letters in my possession from members of the pro- 
fession who state you cannot place any reliance in this 


so-called “ Reliance” gag, and that it is useless, whereas | 


the one invented by me is perfect so far as its efficiency 
is concerned. Since I introduced it Mr. C. H. Huish 
has been active in distributing it all over the kingdom 
and even on the Continent, and it has given the greatest 
satisfaction even to the most eminent authorities on 
canine medicine and surgery. From my own experience 
of its use in dog practice I have proved its reliability 
and its easy adaptability. However, for my trouble of 
introducing it I do not receive any monetary recompense, 
only rather vulgar allegations, not from my professional 
brethren, but from a firm of instrument makers who 
seem jealous of the maker of my invention. After all, 
instrument makers have no ideas of their own, but they 
carry out those of their patrons, whether they be medi 
cal men or veterinary surgeons. They live either on the 
intelligence or ignorance of the professional man, and | 
. do not think it becoming of such people of the standing 
of Messrs. Arnold to make a false charge of plagiarism 
against a professional man. However, [ shall not sit 
idle and let them falsely wrest the credit from me. . 
I claim (1)—That I was the first to adopt the idea of 
using the spring (introduced into the human mouth gag 
by Mr. Wingrave) for the dog month gag. 
(2)—That Messrs. Arnold and Sons made me a pattern 
-of a dog mouth gag having a spring many months 
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before they brought out their so-called “ Reliance ” 
Gag. 
(3)—That whereas Arnold’s gag is an enlargement ot 
Wingrave s Human Mouth-gag, which they, state they 
invented’— 





You then turn the | 


| (4)—My gag is my own invention for dogs having very 
| important differences. | now pass it round and ask you 
to observe the length of the upright curved bar ; the top 
(thumb) screw, the unscrewing of the bottom bar, ¢/: 
| [/¢ rforated counter-sunk dises into whieh are embedded 
| perforated dises vf rubber whit /; rece ave the conan hey th 
| and the position of it in the dog’s mouth as depicted in 
| the photographs. 

Just for comparison’s sake examine the so-called 
Reliance.” It resembles Wingrave’s human mouth 
gag, but is much larger. The top screw is similar, and 
the rubber grooves to receive the teeth are identical to 
the human gag ; there is no unscrewing of the bottom 
bar, and the gag, is much smaller altogether than mine. 
If you look at the sketch in Arnold’s catalogue you will 
find that it is fixed on the pre-molars (posterior to the 
canines), and they say “it can be inserted between the 
molars or incisors on either side.” 

[ claim that my gag, as you see it, originated with 
me; that I neither cribbed it from Arnold’s or any 
other maker's catalogues, human or veterinary, British 
or foreign ; nor from any other source beyond the seeing 
of a backbone of a fish fixed on the canine tooth ef a cat 
where it had been for three or four days acting as a 
| veritable gag, and the idea of the spring of Wingrave’s 
gag as purchased by me from Messrs. John Richard 
son and Sons, 10 or 12 years ago. 

[ also claim that the idea of fixing the mouth-gay 
(intermaxillarily) Mehin/? and on the canines without 
ithe aid of straps, etc., originated with and was intro 
duced by me. 

I am afraid that if Messrs. Arnold and Sons, instead 
of Mr. Huish, had been asked to make my mouth-gag 
neither I nor the profession, nor, for that matter, any 
body else would have troubled about this invention, 
even if [ had stolen my ideas from somebody else’s 
catalogue or any other source without acknowledging 
the fact. 

[ trust that when Messrs. Arnold and Sons again 
direct your attention to their catalogue they will not 
mind if you make comparisons between theirs and those 
of other makers. But | truly hope they will remember 
that as they have a fanciful Crystal Palace of virtue 
they might get it broken if they throw stones at the 
‘imaginary cucumber frame containing the plagiarism 
of another person. 

Messrs. Arnold and Sons seem so truly concerned tor 
the welfare of the profession that they do not want you 
to be deceived by me. They say | have no “right” to 
appoint anybody to be sole agent for an instrument in 
vented by myself. | flatly deny it is theirs or ever was. 
Moreover, | have sent them during this week two invita 
tions to be present to-night, and three times | have 
written them either to bring or send me Wingrave’s 
human mouth gag and their so-called “ Reliance” month 
gag for dogs so that you could see for yourselves. Dut 
they have not accepted my challenge. sia 

T will now pass round a few more gags. This is Ander 
ton’s, which you see is fitted with two straps, one for the 
upper and the other for the lower jaw. a you wish to 
separate the jaws you turn this screw. lhis other wag 
is Hoffman’s, which resembles the two introduced by 
Woolf, a German veterinary surgeon. : 

| will now show you the action of my gag in the cat 
und dog’s mouth. You see it 1s retained in positioy 
without being held or tied or strapped. You can bring i 
back to the side of the jaws, or swing it round so that it 
comes across the mouth. You must not let the animal 
use his feet to it else he will get it out of his mouth 


“ 
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At this juncture several gentlemen asked Mr. Gray to 
try Arnold’s so-called “ Reliance” gag on his dog, but it 
would not keep in the animal’s mouth. 

Mr. SINGLETON thought a good deal could be said in 
favour of the latest-of Mr. Gray’s inventions. He had 
tried the gag and he was very satisfied indeed with it. 
In fact he thought it was an admirable arrangement for 
examining a dog’s mouth. He took exception to the 
india-rubber rings on the transverse arms, as the open- 
ings of the rings appeared to be too small. To veterinary 
surgeons few men were of more importance than the in- 
ventor, and when the inventor happened to be a veteri- 
nary surgeon it was doubly gratifying. He congratula- 
ted Mr. Gray on his decidedly inventive genius, and he 
congratulated himself on being able to obtain such a 
splended instrument. He had never fcund the so-called 
“Reliance ” gag satisfactory, because there wasa difficulty 
in keeping it in the dog’s mouth. 

Mr. Gray said the point he wished to bring out was 
as to whether there was any resemblance between the 
two gags. 

Mr. Woorr thought the difference was that Mr. Gray’s 
gag did what it pretended to do, whilst the “ Reliance” 
did nothing. 

Mr. Gray said there was a principle underlying the 
matter—whether a tradesman had the right to accuse a 
member of the profession of practically stealing an in- 
vention. 

Mr. Burters considered that the two instruments 
were different in several respects. He did not know that 
the Society could express any other opinion than to say 
that it was quite evident that Mr. Gray’s gag was more 
deserving of the title of “ Reliance” than the one which 
had been quoted as an anticipation. 

On the motion of Mr. Singleton, seconded by Mr. 
Butters, a vote of thanks was accorded to Mr. Gray for 
having brought the instruments before the meeting. 

Mr. PorcH mentioned a case of azoturia. A mare who 
had done a journey of 50 miles, after being taken out of 
the cart suddenly dropped in the road. He received a 
message within about 10 minutes and on going over 
found the mare was undoubtedly down with azoturia. 
It was put into a float and taken about a mile, and on 
arriving at the yard the mare’s legs were spread out right 
in front of her. He suspected a fracture of the pelvis 
and found that the pelvis was broken right through and 
the bones projecting in the vagina. He immediately had 
her slaughtered. 

The PRESIDENT said he thought it would be only fit- 
ting for the Society, under the heading of “ other busi- 
ness,” to express its gratitude at the conclusion of the 
South African war. (Hear, hear.) He thought it was a 
very happy solution and one which had been looked for- 
ward to for a considerable time. The war had been at- 
tended with a great amount of loss both of money and 
valuable lives, and so far as veterinary surgeons were 
concerned a great many veterinary surgeons had volun- 
teered their services at the front and were worthy of all 
recognition. (Hear, hear.) 








‘ THANKS TO ELECTORS. 
Sir, 

Will you kindly permit me, through the medium of 
your widely read journal, to tender to all those gentleman 
who gave to me their support and votes at the recent 
Council election my grateful ard heartfelt thanks. The 
position which they have given me on the poll will only 
act as a fresh incentive to support in the future, as in 
the past, any and every measure which has for its object 
the advancement and welfare of our profession, in either 
civil or public life.— Yours faithfully, 

JOSEPH ABSON 


June 10th, 1902. 
[This was unavoidably crowded out last week.—Eb.} 





EXTRACTS AND NOTES 





AN EXHIBITION OF THE HON, STEPHEN 
COLERIDGE. 


(Betore Mr. Justice Grantham and a Special Jury.) 

Coleridge v. Macdonald was an action brought by the 
Hon. Stephen Coleridge, the honorary secretary of the 
National Anti-Vivisection Society, to recover damages - 
from the Rev. David Macdonald, a Nonconformist 
minister residing in Derby, for two alleged libels pub- 
lished in The Derby Express and The Derby Daily T'ele- 
graph on October 28th and November 4th last year. The 
defendant admitted the publication of the words com- 
plained of, but denied that they bore any defamatory 
meaning. He also said that they were fair comments on 
a matter of public interest. 

Mr. 8. T. Evans, K.C., and Mr. Anton Bertram ap- 

eared for the plaintiff, and Mr. Boxall, K.C., and Mr. 
Flugh Fraser were counsel for the defendant. 

Mr. Evans, in opening the plaintiff’s case, said that 
Mr. Coleridge had devoted many years and much of his 
time to the National Anti-Vivisection Society, in which 
the late Lord Coleridge took a deep interest. The 
plaintiff had been honorary secretary of the society for 
some years past, and had taken part in the controversy 
which had recently been going on in the newspapers in 
reference to vivisection. In the autumn of last year a 
meeting of the society was held at Derby, at which the 
Bishop of Southwell spoke. The defendant immediately 
after this meeting rushed into print in the local press to 
make comments on the methods of Mr. Coleridge. No 
doubt the majority of doctors were in favour of vivisec- 
tion, and this Society was not opposed to it so long as 
it was properly carried out. The main object of the 
Society was to prevent the unnecessary torture of ani- 
mals. The matter was one of public interest, and Mr. 
Macdonald had a perfect right to comment on the 
arguments used on the one side and the other ; but he 
was not entitled tu make an attack on Mr. Coleridge’s 
personal character, as counsel submitted he had done in 
the letters he had written to the local press. These 
letters were libellous and overstepped the bounds of fair 
criticism. The first letter written by Mr. Macdonald: 
which was complained of was published in “The Derby 
Express” and “ The Derby Daily Telegraph ” on October 
28 last, and the passage complained of was as follows :— 
“The Bishop of Southwell ended his speech on Wednes- 
day with the words ‘ No chief of the staff could be more 
vigilant, more prompt, more able, and more practical in 

olicy than their secretary, Mr. Stephen Coleridge.” 
Some letters in “The Morning Post” during this week 
may interest your readers as an example of Mr. Cole- 
ridge’s method of controversy. They may also help the 
Bishop to understand why men, lovers of animals and 
lovers of truth, will have nothing to do with his society. 
A reference to “ Nature” for May 16 and 30 of this year 
will also help, and “The British Medical Journal” for 
June 8 and 22 should be consulted.” 

Mr. Justice Grantham.—What part of that letter do 
you say is libellous? 

Mr. Evans.—The defendant says that the plaintiff's 
method may help the Bishop to understand why lovers 
of animals and lovers of truth will have nothing to do 
with his society. 

Mr. Justice Grantham.—What is there libellous in 
that? The reference is to the Anti-Vivisection Society, 
and not to Mr. Coleridge. 

Mr. Evans maintained that it was an attack on Mr. 
Coleridge’s honour. It was the first libel complained of. 
and when it was published, Mr. Coleridge wrote to Mr. 
Macdonald complaining of the charge made against him 





and asking for an apology. Mr. Macdonald by way of 
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reply wrote a letter which was also published in “The | Mr. 


Derby Express” on November 4 last, and which con- 
stituted the second libel complained of. It ran as fol- 
lows :—“ At a meeting on the 23rd I heard the speakers 
for your society. It seemed to me that in your letters 
and in their speeches there was a use of the method tech- 
nically known as ‘ suppression of the true and suggestion 
of the false.’ I wrote to ‘The Derby Express’ that 
people could see in your letters your ‘ method of contro- 
versy, that the same method was used by the speakers. 
Then I named the method, and gave two examples of its 
use. And [ assert that the use of the method is suffi- 
cient to make mer who, like myself, claim to be lovers of 
animals and lovers of truth have nothing to do with your 
society.” Mr. Macdonald, having been asked for an 
apology for having described Mr. Coleridge as an un- 
truthful person, instead of making the apology, repeated 
the accusation. . 

Mr. Justice Grantham.—What he appears to mean by 
the suppression of the truth is that you call yourselves 
anti-vivisectionists, while you are really in favour of 
vivisection. 

The learned counsel proceeded tv read the correspon 
dence which passed between the parties. All Mr. Cole- 
ridge had asked for was a public apology, which Mr. 
Macdonald refused to give. It was pointed out by the 
defendant’s solicitors that Mr. Coleridge, even if he suc- 
ceeded in his action, would probably not get any dama- 
ges or costs from Mr. Macdonald. That was an extraor- 
dinary suggestion to have been made by the defendant’s 
solicitors. Mr. Macdonald declined to withdraw from 
his position, even if it resulted in bankruptcy. He said 
that what he meant was, not that all lovers of truth and 
of animals would have nothing to do with the society, 
but that some lovers of truth, such as himself, would 
have nothing to do with it. Mr. Coleridge, being a man 
of honour and integrity, had some regard for his charac 
ter, and was compelled to bring this action, after having 
done everything in his power to avoid litigation. He 
suggested that Mr. Macdonald should say that, these let- 
ters being considered by Mr. Coleridge and others to be 
libellous, he regretted their publication and retracted 
them. That very reasonable request Mr. Macdonald de- 
clined to accede to, even though Mr. Coleridge said that, 
if he would write a letter in that sense, he would not ask 
for costs. 

Mr. Stephen Coleridge, the plaintiff, examined by Mr. 
Bertram, said that he had been honorary secretary of the 
National Anti-Vivisection Society for the last four years. 
He had read the letters which appeared in the daily 
papers, and considered them to be libellous and damag- 
ing to his character. : 

Cross-examined by Mr. Boxall, witness said that he 
had never seen Mr, Macdonald before to-day, and could 
not suggest that he had any feeling of personal malice 
against him. People felt very strongly on the subject of 
vivisection. 

Mr. Justice Grantham.—On one side only ? (Laughter). 

Witness.—No, my Lord. I teel very strongly on the 
question, and devote most of my time to it. 

Cross-examination continued.—A_ large . 
invitations were sent out to the meeting at Derby. MW it 
ness had written letters to the “ The Morning Post, and 
he had no objection to the reference to his own letters 
for his controversial methods. “Nature” had attacked 
witness and the Society strongly. He had taken no pro- | 
ceedings against that paper, but had answered the 
attack. What he complained of in the first letter was 
that Mr. Macdonald accused him of being a liar. Mr. | 
Macdonald had written denying that he 
charge of personal dishonour against wit 
published the letter. 

The foreman of the jury (interpo 
my Lord, in stopping the case ! 
that there is any libel.. 


number of 


sing).—Are we in order, 
The jury cannot see 
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Justice Grantham .— Yes, 
agree with you. 
Mr. Evans. 
they all agree. 

The jury.—Yes, we all agree, 
Verdict and judgment accordingly for the defendants. 


aes The Time 8. 


gentlemen. I quite 


I should like the jury to be asked whether 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


; SECRET REMEDIES. 
Sir, 

We beg to ask “Country Vet” why he has bounced 
upon us, because if he draws his attention to most of the 
veterinary lists he will find there are different remedies 
advertised by wholesale druggists. We notice on the 
outside page of The Veterinary Record, June 21st, such 
is the case. Why has not “ Country Vet” alluded to this 
advertisement / 

We are very glad to say that hundreds of veterinary 
surgeons use our secict remedies as he calls them, al 
though they are not secret, as we are always ready to give 
their active principle if required by any of our cus- 
tomers. We may also say that any qualified veterinary 
surgeon can find out for himself if he any 
knowledge of chemistry. 

Why do we bring out these nostrunes, as he calls them / 
Because it saves the busy practitioner time, and time to 
sume is money. But our preparations have another advan- 
tage, most of them are concentrated,and therefore but little 
room is required for storage, which is a great convenience 
in large towns. The expense in railway carriage 
also less. 

We still adhere to the statement on our list “ Issued to 
the veterinary profession only,” and it shows “ Country 
Vets” malicious intent when he makes the insinuation 
that our testimonials for Apoplectine came direct from 
stock-owners, especially when we put a note on page 32 
ot our list that they were received from veterinary sur 
geons, which we are quite able to prove. 

We are agiin surprised that “Country Vet” should 
give our specialities such evil names, when they are 
manufactured by a qualified veterinary surgeon who is 
well known and respected by many of the profession, 
and we should have thought that it would have been 
“country Vet’s” ardent pleasure to support his own 
cloth. 

We may also inform “Country Vet.” that wholesale 
druggists bring out specialities for the medical pro 
fession. 

We hope this explanation will satisfy “ Country Vet.’ 
and we apologise, \ir iditor, for taking up 80 much of 


pe ISSESSES 


Is 





your valuable space.—We are, yours faithfully, 


Rk. J. NELL & Co., Ltd 


Louth, Lincolnshire. 
June 22rd 





UTERINE DISEASE. 
Sir, a 
[am sorry to have the trouble of writing to you to 
correct a statement made concerning my paper that I 
read before the Irish Central Veterinary Association at 
Belfast, viz., [am credited with saying in ('/« Veterinary 
Record of May 30th, on page 744 second column, and 
ninth line, “ Within the last couple of months he had a 
ar case of inversion of the uterus, it occurred 
He was asked 
go and examine the animal when he saw a large m 
hi wed to be the uterus. There was au 
cotyledons of the 


very singul 


extraordinary gelatinous mass of the 


uterus which he removed.” stitial ii 
Now if Mr. Joseph Carter, F’.R.C.V.S., Burnley, Lan- 


cashire, will look more particularly in the future by 
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whom words are uttered before going into print he might 
save his brother practitioners from being held up to 
ridicule before the eyes of the profession. 

I beg to state emphatically that I never used the 
words. I know my anatomy better than that, although 
Iam qualified twenty years. 

Any person reading the paper can see at a glance who 
uttered the words, and therefore it is most unfair that I 
should be saddled with them.—I am, dear sir, yours faith- 


fully, 
A. M. Cricuton, M.R.C.V.S. 
Sandon, Lisburn, June 23rd. 








CommunicaTions, Books, AND Papers RECEIVED.— Col. J. A. 
Nunn, Messrs. A.Green, G.Mayall, A, M.Crighton, 
H.P. Armsby (Bulletin No. 59), R.J.Nell & Co., F. E. P. 

Journal of Comp. Med. and Vety. Archives (Phila: May), 
The Advertiser for Brierley Hill, Our Dogs. 








Veterinary Societies—Addresses. 
Alterations for this list must be duly netified by the Secretaries 
BomsBay V.M.A. 

Pres Major Jas. Mills, m.R.c.v.s. 

Vice-Pres: Vety.-Lieut. F.S. H. Baldrey, m.n.c,v.s. A.v.p. 
N. D. Dhakmarvala, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
S. N. R Ranina, Esq., G.B.v.c. 
N. Narsingrao, Esq., G.B.v.c. 


Natrona VET. ASSOCIATION. 

Pres: Prof. J. F. M’Fadyean, m.r.c.v.s., R.V. Coll. London 
Sec: Mr. William Hunting, F.n.c.v.s, 

Treas: Mr. F. W. Wragg, F.R.c.v.s., Whitechapel, London. 


NationaL VETERINARY BENEVOLENT & Morvan 
DerFenceE Society. 
Pres: Mr. Geo. Morgan, r¥.R.c.v.s., 95 Stanhope-st. Liverpool’ 
Treas: Mr. E. Faulkner, F.nx.c.v.s., Manchester 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Sam. Locke,’ m.n.c.v.s. 
Grosvenor Street, Oxford-st., Mancbester 
New Sovuto Wares V.M.A. 
Pres; Mr. John Stewart, H. AND A.s. 
Vice: Mr. John Pottie, x. and a.s. 
Hon. Sec. & Treas: Mr. J. D. Stewart, m.R.c.v.s. 
NortH or Enetanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. Gofton, m.n.c.v.s., 21 Cleveland-rd, N. Shields 


Hon. Sec: Mr. E. R. Gibson, m.z.c.v.s. 
25 Marlborough-street, Seaham Harbour 


Meetings, Third Friday, Fev., May, Aug. and Nov. 


Norty or Scotnanp V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J, McLauchlan Young, F.R.c.v.s., Univ. Aberdeen 
Sec. & Treas: Mr. Clement Baxter, w.n.c.v.s., Elgin 


Norto Watss Y.M.A. 

Pres; W. Wynne Williams, m.R.c.v.s., Dolgelly 
Hon. Sec. O. Trevor Williams, m.x.c.v.s., Llangefni 
Meetings, First Tuesday, March and September 
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Hon. Sec. & Treas: V. E. Vakharia, Esq., G.B.v.c, 


Borper Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. W. Hewson, m.n.c.v.s., Wigton 
Hon. Sec. (pro tem.) : Mr. F. W. Garrett, m.R.c.v.s., 
Dalegarth, Windermere 


Meetings, Second Friday of Feb., June, and October 


Caucutta V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Greenhill, m.R.c.v.s. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. T. Assheton Smith, 156 Dhurrumtollah 
Centra V.M.S. 
Pres. Mr. A. Rogerscn, F.R.c.v.s., 228 Camden-road, N.W. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. Lionel Stroud, m.r.c.v.s., 
29 Sprixg-st., Hyde Park, W. 
Meetings, First Thursday in each month, except August 
and September, 10 Red Lion Square, Holborn, at 7 p.m. 


Centrau V,A. or TRELAND. 
Pres. Mr. W. A. Byrne, M.8.c.v.s., Roscommon 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. J. Vahey, .n.c.v.s., Ballinrobe 
Treas; Mr. J. F. Healey, m.n.c.v.s., Midleton 

Eastern Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. John Pollock, F.R.c.v.s., Chapel Field-rd, Norwich 
Hon. Sec.: Mr. H. P. Standley, m.r.c.v.s. Wymondham 

Meetings, Second Tuesday, Feb. and July 


Guascow V.M.S. 


Pres. Principal McCall. i 


Hon. Sec. Mr. John P. Small. 

Ver. Mep. Assy. or IRELAND. ; 
Pres: Mr. Chas. Allen, F.R.c.v.s., 

35 North Frederick st., Dublin 
Hen. Sec. Mr. J. McKenny, m.R.c.v.s. 
116 Stephens-green-west, Dublin 
LancasHIRE V.M.A. 

Pres: Mr. R. C. Edwards, m.8.c.v.s., Newgate-st, Chester 


Hon. Sec. (pro tem.): Mr. J. B. Wolstenholme, rF.R.c.v.s. 
102 Quay Street, Manchester 


Meetings, 1st Thursday in April, June, Sept., & Dec. 


LincoLnsHIRE V.M.S. 
Pres. Mr. R. W. Clarke, u.n.c.v.s., Wragby 
Hon. Sec: Mr. T. Turner, m.n.c.v.s., Sleaford 
Treas: Mr. E.C. Russell, u.n.c.v.s., Grantham 
Meetings, Second Thursday, Feb., June and October 


Mipuanp Counties V.M.A. 


Pres: Mr. Thomas Chambers, m.B.c.v.s., 
Wolverhampton-st, Dudley 


Hon. Sec: Mr. H. J. Dawes, F.R.c.v.s., 
Camden House, High St., West Bromwich 


Ontario V.A. 
Pres: Mr. G. L. Robson. 
Sec: C. H. Sweetapple, Toronto. 


Roya Counties V.M.A. 

Pres: Mr. J. Sutcliffe Hurndall, m.R.c.v.s., 

Sussex Villas, Kensington 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Percy J. Simpson, m.n.c.v.s., Maidenhead 
Meetings, Last Friday, Feb., June and Nov. 


Roya Scorrisu V.S, 
Pres: Mr. Reid, u.x c.v.s., Auchtermuchty. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. D. Fairbairn, u.nx.c.v.s., Cupar, Fifeshire- 


Royat VETERINARY CoLuLEGE M.A. 
Pres: Prof. Woodruff 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. H. Chase, m R.c.v.s. 
Assist. H.S. Mr, Guy Sutton 
Scottish Metropouitan V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. John Storie, m.x.c.v.s., East Linton 
Hon. Sec: Mr. John Aitken, Junr., m.n.c.v.s., Dalkeith 


Sourn DurHam anp Nort Yorksuire V.M.A. 
Pres.: Mr. W. N. Dobbing, m.R.c.v.s., Darlington 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Awde, F.R.c.v.s., Stockton-on-Tees. 
Meetings, First Friday, Mar., June, Sept. and Dee. 


SouTHERN Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. E. R. Harding, m.R.c.v.s, Fisherton st, Salisbury 
Hon. Sec: Mr. F. Spencer, m.n.c.v.s., Basingstoke, Hants 
Meetings, Last Thursday, Mar., June and Sept. 


SoutH Wates anp Monmovurusuire V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. E. Sayer, m.n.c.v.s., Newport, Mon. 
Hon Sec. Mr. D. G. Davies, m.n.c.v.s., High-st, Swansea 
Treas. Mr, E. Sayer, m.z.c.v.s., Newport, Mon. 
Meetings First Thursday in March, and Autumn. 


WEsTERN Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. W. Roach, F.n.c.v.s., York-rd, Exeter 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Ascott, m.n.c.v.s., Bideford 
Treas: Mr. P. G. Bond, m.n.c.v.s., Plymouth 
Meetings, Third Thursday, March, July and November 


West or Scornanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Dr. James McIntosh McCall, Vety, Coll. Glasgow 
Hon. Sec: & Treas: Mr. J. Bishop, m.R.c.v.s., 

754 Garscube Road, Glasgow 
YorxksHrreE V.M.A 

Pres Mr. Frank Somers, m.R.c.v.s. Wade Lane, Leeds 
Hon. Sec; Mr. A. McCarmick, m.n.c.v.s., Kirkstall-rd, Leed: 
Meetings, Last Friday in Jan., April, and October. 


Pecatonica 








Meetings, Second Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday alternately in Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 
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